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319477,1 
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION UNDER B) TO RETAIN AS SEALED MULTIPLE 


ae ‘ 55} ERY 
DOCUMENTS SEALED BY ANOTHER JUDGE IN OCEEDING; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS 
AND AUTHORITIES 


TO PLAINTIFF AND HIS COUNSEL OF RECORD AND ALL OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that at a date, time and department to be determined 
pending reassignment of the above-entitled action,” at this Court at 11 1 North Hill Street, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012, Defendants James Parnell Spears and Andrew M. Wallet, co- 


conservators of the Estate of Britney Jean Spears, appearin g in this action to defend the 
contract claims against her, will move this Court pursuant to California Rule of Court 
2.551(b)(3)(B) for an order retaining as sealed eight filed documents which appear to have 
been sealed in 2007 by Judge (then Commissioner) Scott Gordon in another proceeding. 
cs This mation is madé on the grounds that Plaintiff is wrengfilly utilizing the 
“conditional” sealing pracedure of California Rule of Court 2,551(b)(3), as this procedure 
is inapplicable to documents already ordered sealed bf a jutist jn another proceeding. The 


proper and available procedure Plaintiff “yy is to bring before Judge 


14 |! Gordon — who ordered the sealing — under Ca Dy Court 2.551(h)(1), a noticed 
; \5 motion fo unseal. By using the inapplicable CR 551¢B) conditional sealing procedure, 
16 |] Plaintiff js in effect doing ayencsrun roun idge Gordon. 
ddan (CS Ex 
AME oe QD AT. 
19/77 oO 
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sealed in 2007. 


319477.) 2 
NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION UNDER CRC ert ye eae RETAIN AS SEALED MULTIPLE 


DOCUMENTS SEALED BY ANOTHER JUDGE IN ANO EEDING; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS 
‘AND AUTHORITIES 


This motion is based on this Notice, the attached Memorandum of Points and 
Authorities, such matters as the Court may take judicial of pursuant to the concurrently 
filed Request for Judicial Notice, the files and records of this Court and such argument as 


will be considered by the Court at the time of the hearin g on this motion. 


DATED: January 20, 2012 Respectfully submitted, 


Joel E. Boxer 
_ Bonita D. Moore - edhe coe ys 
BIRD, MARELLA, BOXER, WOLPERT, 
NESSIM, DROOKS & LINCENBERG, P.C, 
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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION UNDER CRC ASAT TO RETAIN AS SEALED MULTIPLE 
DOCUMENTS SEALED BY ANOTHER ei pe a OCEEDING; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS 


SI/BE/ iS 


MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
I 
INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT 


— 


Plaintiff's alleged breach of contract claims are defended here by Britney Jean 
Spears’ Co-Conservators. Her Conservatorship was established in February 2008 and has 
been under the supervision and jurisdiction of the Probate Department of this Court from 
inception to the present.‘ 


Before the ponseryptorship was established | in February 2008, Ms, Spears \ was 


D0 YI A WD pw pw 


involved in a heavily litigated, contentious child custady and visttation dispute with her ex- 
husband, The custody and visitation dispute was actively litigated in 2007 (and in later 
years) before the Honorable Scott Gordon of the Family Law Department of this Court. 


In the family law proceedings, Judge (then Confmis: stoner) ¢ Gordon issued multiple 


13 |l orders in 2007 including orders sealing records A the’ of Caurt-ordered random ee 
4 drug testing of Ms. Spears and orders protecti the pss and safety of Ms, Spears’ two 
‘ : or 

ie very y' young children, , a pa 

16 


“The Plaintiff in thié atom Osama “Sgr byt ved with Mg. Spears in 2007. He 
was a conduit for communica betwsen ME. Spears and her then family law attorneys. 
He appears to have first obtained i in 2007-anid | later retained copies of documents describing 
and relating to the results of the CoD iered drug testing of Ms. Spears and Court- 
supervised monitoring of Ms. Spears’ visitation sessions with her young children. These 
documents on their face appear to fall squarely within the scope of sealing orders issued by 


Judge Gordon. | 


* The Conservatorship i is  docketed i in the records of this Court as Los Angeles Saperer | 
Court Case No. BP108870 and js currently under the ongoing supervision of the Honorable 
Reva Goetz. 


* The Spears family law proceedings are docketed in the records of this Court as Los 
Angeles Superior Court Case No. BD455662. 
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@ e 
7 Rather than apply to Judge Gordon for relief from the sealing orders in the family 
law proceedings, Lutfi on January 5, 2012 inappropriately invoked the conditional sealing 
provisions of the current version of California Rule of Court 2.55 I(c) in an attempt to 
unseal some of the records that are subject to sealing orders issued by Judge Gordon. 

Leaving aside (for purposes of this motion) the issue of Lutfi’s wrongful retention 
of these documents, Lutfi is utilizing the wrong procedure in the wrong department. The 
appropriate and mandated procedure for unsealing records ordered sealed by order of the 
Court is found not in California Rule of Court 2.55 1(b), the conditional sealing procedure, 
but rather in California Rule of Court 2.55 I(h)(t). That rule specifically provides that 
applications to unseal records are to be made by noticed motion in the Court in which the 
sealing order was issued with notice provided to all affected parties. Recent case law 
confirms that the proper court for hearing the noticed fhotion be inseal a record is the jurist 
who issued the order or her or his successor in the.sa eeding. Cf, In Re Marriage 
of Nicholas, 186 Cal. App. 4th 1566, 1569 (2010) (se ling Orders are subject “to 
continuing review and modification byah@wrial ju ee who sits in the same judicial 
proceeding’) (emphasis dldgdy~ A Z _ 

In this instance, Judge Gordon, whoishved the 2007 sealing orders in the family law 
case, is still sitting as a family law department of this Court. But Lutfi has not made an 
application to unseal to him. Nor hashe filed a noticed motion. Nor has he given notice 
of a motion to unseal to all of the parties in the family law proceeding, BD455662, in 
which the orders were issued. 

If and when Lutfi makes proper application to J udge Gordon to unseal any records, 
the Co-Conservators on behalf of Ms. Spears will at that time demonstrate why they 
believe the sealing order dealing with drug testing results and monitored child visitation 


should not be altered.° 


* Lutfi in his Motion In Limine No. 2 seeks an order admitting into evidence documents 
(footnote continued) 
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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION UNDER CRC 2.551(b 3)(B) TO RETAIN 
DOCUMENTS SEALED BY ANOTHER JUDGE IN ANOTHER PROCESO DES SEALED M OF POINTS 


AND AUTHORITIES 


II 


— 


2 JUDGE GORDON’S PRIOR SEALING ORDER 
3 In 2007 Judge (then Commissioner) Gordon issued numerous orders providing for 
4 ||random drug testing of Britney Spears pursuant to Family Code §3041.5.’ On September 
5 || 17, 2007, Judge Gordon also issued a lengthy sealing order directed to the visitation issues 
6 || and in particular the privacy and safety of Ms. Spears’ two small boys, both then under two 
7 || years of age.* 
8 At page 11 of the October 3, 2007 minute onlge the Court pursuant to Family Code 
9 || § 3041.5 ordered random drug testing twice a week of Ms. Spears and further ordered as 

10 || follows: / 

11 “The results of said testing shall be forwarded to the Court and will be sealed 

12 in the Court file. The testing facility is specifi€ally ordeved to file hard 

13 copies of the results directly with the C VO & facility is 

14 ordered not to fax the results to the do he yesults shall not be 

15 released except upon order of 7 y ‘paison receiving test results 

16 upon order of the Cowrrshall receive nofice that unauthorized distribution of 

17 test results is punishable by evil sanctts up to $2,500. (Family Code 
18 § 3041.5).” (Emphasis in origina} 
19 Earlier, on September 17, 2007,Ahe Court had issued an order regarding sealing of 


20 || documents.” In that order, the Court describes the documents which “shall be redacted and 


22 || he marked as Exhibits 36 through 43. The Co-Conservators will address admissibility 
issues in their opposition to this motion in limine. 


” See Request for Judicial Notice (“RIN”), Exhibit 1, a copy of Judge Gordon’s October 3, 
24 !| 2007 Minute Order in Los Angeles Saperior Cowrt Docket No. BD455662, provided as an 


i 95 example of such orders. 
; ® See Request for Judicial Notice, Exhibit 2, a copy of Judge Gordon’s September 17, 
26112007 order in Los Angeles Superior Court Docket No. BD455662. 
. 27 ||? See Request for Judicial Notice, Exhibit 2. 
28 


319477.1 


NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION UNDER CRC 2.551 b)(3)(B) TO RETAIN AS SEALED MULTIPL 
DOCUMENTS SEALED BY ANOTHER JUDGE IN ANOTHER PROCEEDING, MEMORANDUM OF POINTS 
ITIES 


— 


Oo Oo NY DH WT SF WY Bb 


sealed, and the records relating thereto shall not be disseminated, disclosed and/or 


published in any way, or the substance thereof communicated to anyone other than the 
Court, the parties, the parties’ respective counsel of record and the parties’ respective 
expert witnesses.” See RJN, Exh. 2, pp. 11-12. This order goes on to describe what 
information shall be redacted and sealed pursuant to the Court’s order, including the 
following: 

“ec. Information relating to the child custody issues involving the mental and 

physical health of the parties and the children;” and 

“k. Declarations, exhibits and attachments submitted and relating 

specifically to child custody and visitation issues [exqiing matters in the 

public domain].” . . 

Id. The effect of these orders was that all pleadings, déc)afations and exhibits 
concerning the results of mandated drug testing were 4 in LASC Case No. 
BD455662, along with documents relating to oe visitation and the privacy of 
the two children. rN go eo : 

((Q-*e~ 
THE CURRENT PROCEEDING BEFORE THIS COURT 
In 2007, in the midst of the stressful amily law custody battle, Ms. Spears became 


entangled with Plaintiff Osama “SamLutfi. The nature of that relationship was such that, 
when the Spears conservatorship began in 2008, Judge Goetz issued and continued 
temporary restraining orders against him; the following year, Judge Bobb, also sitting in 
the Probate Department, issued temporary and permanent 3-year restraining orders in 2009 
against Lutfi. Lutfi’s response, among other steps, was to bring this civil suit alleging his 
entitlement to millions of dollars of Britney Spears’ entertainment industry earnings based 
on an alleged oral contract entered into on October 13, 2007. -He has also sued in this 


action her parents as individual defendants for defamation, battery and intentional 
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infliction of emotional distress.'° In June 2011 Judge Sinanian (who presided over this 


civil case from its inception until the end of 2011 (when he was reassigned to the 
settlement panel of this Court), denied Lutfi’s motion to compel the production of the 
results of Court-ordered drug testing of Ms. Spears ordered in the family law proceedings 
by Judge Gordon or of visitation monitor reports also ordered by J udge Gordon in the 
family law proceedings in 2007. 

Following Judge Sinanian’s reassignment to the settlement panel, this case was 
reassigned to another jurist effective January 2, 2012. One of the defendants filed a CCP 
§ 170.6 challenge shortly after the reassignment and on January 12, 2012 the case was 
reassigned to Department | of this Court for purposes of reassjgnment to a new trial judge. 


That reassignment has not yet taken place, but the final status conference and trial dates 


were vacated, '! eo. 


IV 
THE DOCUMENTS WHICH acre ot G JUDGE GORDON’S 


(ORDERS , © 
A 
In his January 5, 26 12ffiling, Plainttt steqahe following proposed trial exhibits 
which appear to be subject to Judge Gordons Gedling orders in the family law matter, 
LASC Case No. BD455662: es ~~ 


gat 
Exhibit 36 — a declaration of Dennis M. Giroux describing the results through 


November 15, 2007 of the Court-ordered drug testing. 
Exhibit 37 — a letter dated November 14, 2007 concerning Ms. Spears’ physical 
health relating to custody and visitation issues. 


Exhibit 38 — a declaration of Britney Spears dated November 14, 2007 concerning 


i Britney Spears’ parents are represented by separate counsel on the tort claims asserted 
against them in their individual capacities. 


'' The final status conference originally was set for January 12, 2012, with trial beginning 
January 23, 2012. 
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-her current medication’s effect on her ability to drive her children. 


Exhibit 39 — a declaration of James DeLong, M.D. concerning Ms. Spears’ physical 
and mental health relating to her driving a motor vehicle. 

Exhibit 40 — a declaration of Carl E. Steinberg, M.D. discussing Ms. Spears’ 
physical and mental health concerning her capacity to drive a motor vehicle. 

Exhibit 41 —a November 14, 2007 declaration of “Sam Lufti” (sic) describing 
communications between representatives of a drug-testing facility and Ms. Spears. 

Exhibit 42 — a copy of a monitored visitation report of November 8, 2007. 


Exhibit 43 — a declaration of Kendra Cripe relating to the drug testing, 


. ( 


JUDGE WHO ISSUED'SEALING ORDERS , 
On January 5, 2012, Plaintiff , cn ed &nd filed “Conditionally” under 


seal trial exhibits 36-43 whichrappear to have €enpieviously sealed by a Court order 
issued by another sitting judge rd gnothey proceeding, 

Relying on California Rule of Comt.§’2.55 1(b)(3), Plaintiff purported to 
conditionally seal Exhibits 36-43. Butany previously sealed documents are not subject to 
that subsection of the rule. CRC § 2.551(b)(3)(A) states it applies to “records produced in 
discovery that are subject to a confidentiality agreement or protective order...” not to 
documents sealed by another judge in another proceeding. 

Instead, a previously sealed record is governed by CRC § 2.551(h)(1), which 
provides that “a sealed record must not be unsealed except by order of the Court,” and by 
CRC § 2.551(h)(2), the party seeking “to unseal a record” must move and apply or petition 
the Court to unseal a sealed record. This subsection of the rule also provides that such a 
motion is to be accompanied by a notice of motion and an application which are to be 
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served on all parties in the case in which the sealing order was issued. 

Plaintiff has not taken those required steps in seeking to unseal documents sealed by 
Judge Gordon in BD455662. He has not moved or applied pursuant to CRC § 2.551(h) to © 
unseal the records, he has not filed either the required notice of motion or 
petition/application, nor has he served a notice of motion and petition/application to unseal 
the records on all of the parties to the family law department case in which it was issued. 

Plaintiff is manifestly attempting to use — wrongfully — the conditionally-sealed 
procedure applicable only to discovery or other documents subject to a protective order for 
purposes of causing Judge Gordon’s 2007 orders to be modified without applying to Judge 
Gordon, the issuing jurist, or allowing the parties to that progemding to respond to a noticed 
motion to unseal records. Cf In Re Marriage of Nicholas, 186 Cal. App. 4th 1566, 1569 
(2010) (sealing orders are subject “to continuing review and Po Mification by the trial judge 
who sits in the same judicial proceeding’’) ya 


Plaintiff's attempt to unseal by resort SPY sealing procedure is entirely 


wrong for two fundamental reasons: fi oe” not by its terms apply to 


documents currently seal¢d ®@ | coun opp second, if unsealing is sought, a properly 
noticed application must be be bright bert thé s ame jurist who issued the sealing order 
with formal notice to all parties in | that Powering 

Given these fundamental ng prdfound flaws, it is respectfully submitted that this 
Court or any other trial court should not and, indeed, does not have the authority to unseal 
records sealed by Judge Gordon in BD455662. 
//1 


//1 
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1 VI, 
2 CONCLUSION 
3 Under California law, Judge Gordon in family law proceeding BD455662, not this 
4 || Court, should resolve on noticed motion to all parties in that action any request by Lutfi to 
5 || unseal previously sealed documents. Thus, Lutfi’s attempt to wrongfully use the 
6 || conditional sealing procedure should be rejected. 
7 
8 || DATED: January 20, 2012 Respectfully submitted, 
9 Joel E. Boxer | 
10 , Bonita D. Moore 
BIRD, MARELLA, BOXER, WOLPERT, 
i NESSIM, DROOKS:& LINCENBERG, P.C. 
_ oS 
12 
13 By: 
14 Jogi E. Boxer 
Atjérneys fgr James P. Spears and Andrew M. 
15 WalletasCo-Conservators of the Estate of Britney 
. / Jean Spears,on behalf of Defendant Britney Jean 
ip (| / sae Z 
17 Som CC 
~d ~ 
18 » «} 
19 o} 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
SS 
S26 
i 
» 27 
28 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


DATE: 01/24/12 DEPT. 1 
HONORABLE Carolyn B. Kuhl JUDGE|| M. GODDERZ DEPUTY CLERK 
HONORABLE JUDGE PRO TEM ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 
Deputy Sheriff}; NONE Reporter 
11:45 am}|BC406904 Plaintiff NO APPEARANCES 
Counse) ; 
SAM LUTFI 
Defendant 
VS Counse} 


LYNNE IRENE SPEARS ET AL 


NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: ( 
170.6 CCP RE-ASSIGNMENT 


Good cause appearing and on order of the urty, tHe 


above matter is reassigned from Department 10, dge 
Michael P. Linfield to Department 39, dud L¢hael 
C. Solner for all further proceedings. 


a 
If any appearing party has not yet rs 
a peremptory challenge under i os F pexgpetory 
challenges by them to the newly assig ed ‘judge must be 
timely filed within t c AU-day period specified in 
Section 170.6 CCP, with\extensi of tame pursuant 
to CCP 1013 if service is *y mail.» Previously non- 
appearing parties, if_any, (have a 1S-day statutory 
period from first appearance to file a peremptory 
challenge (68616(1) Govt. Copy 


Counsel for the Moving party to give notice. 


CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/ 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 


I, the below named Executive Officer/Clerk of the 
above-entitled court, do hereby certify that I am not 
a party to the cause herein, and that this date I 
served Notice of Entry of the above minute order of 
1-24-2012 upon each party or counsel named below by 
depositing in the United States mail at the courthouse 
in Los Angeles, California, one copy of the 

original entered herein in a separate sealed envelope 


it MINUTES ENTERED 
sy Page 1 of 2 DEPT. 1 01/24/12 
ie : COUNTY CLERK 


SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


DATE: 01/24/12 DEPT. 1 


HONORABLE Carolyn B. Kuhl JUDGE} M. GODDERZ DEPUTY CLERK 


HONORABLE JUDGE PRO TEM ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 


Reporter 


11:45 am|BC406904 Plaintiff NO APPEARANCES 
Counsel 
SAM LUTFI 
Defendant 
vs Counsel 


LYNNE IRENE SPEARS ET AL 


NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 


( 


for each, addressed as shown below with the postage 
thereon fully prepaid. 


~/ 
Date: January 24, 2012 i 
John A. Clarke, Executive mee 4 
; ta 
Lan ~~ 
By: _ Wansn—— 5) 
M. Godderz ey, 


ie MINUTES ENTERED 
Page 2 of 2 DEPT. 1 01/24/12 
th COUNTY CLERK 


Al Su erat cle! 


ounty< a ri Os AGalfomia 


NOTICE SENT TO: Fie sTAMPIAN 25 2012 


Schleimer, Joseph D., Esq. John A. Cla 
By = ane awe Officer/c 
terk 
| ESTRADA ~’ Deputy 


SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CASE NUMBER 


SAM LUTFI 


Plaintiff(s), BC406904 
VS. 
LYNNE IRENE SPEARS ET AL NOTICE OF STATUS CONFERENCE 
Defendant(s). AND ORDER 


To plaintiff/petitioner and self-represented parties: Notice is hereby given that the Status Conference in the above-entitled action 
will be held on February 28, 2012 at _9:00 am_ in Depattment 39 of the Central District, located/at 144 North Hill Street, 
Los Angeles, California 90012. Re: Status Conference 


whether any party has not been diligent in pursuing the case, and will make appropriate orders intgfided to move this matter forward 


~~ 
At the Status Conference the Court will determine the present status of the case, how to = with time standards, 
to final disposition. 


Plaintiff/Petitioner and self-represented parties must appear at the Status Conference nless.Within five days before the status 
conference, the following has occurred: 
[ ] Arbitration Award has been filed. [JA i sal Trial De Notohas been filed. 


Bite has been entered. ] Statement of Agy nt_has been filed. 
Request for Dismissal of the entire actida h fie J ‘ 
[ ] Other:_ Sa rR 
- By) aed e ‘ ~ 
we 
ORDER™. 
‘a ~ 

Plaintiff/Petitioner is ordered to give notice of said hearing-forthwith to any party served with summons and complaint 
before the status conference hearing and file a Proof of Service in this department within five days before the hearing. 


Failure to comply or appear may result in an Order to Show Cause re the imposition of sanctions. 


Dated: January 25, 2012 4 ; Sit. 
Judicial Officer 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


I, the below named Executive Officer/Clerk of the above-entitled court, do hereby certify that I am not a party to the cause herein, 
and that on this date } served the Notice of Status Conference and Order upon each party or counsel named above by depositing in 
the United States mail at the courthouse in Los Angeles, California, one copy of the original filed/entered herein in a separate sealed 
envelope to each address as shown above with the postage thereon fully prepaid. 


we 


Dated: January 25, 2012 John Onan ai Aiea 
dit VW 


, Deputy Clerk 
(xt NOTICE OF STATUS CONFERENCE AND ORDER 


GLADSTONE MICHEL 
WEISBERG WILLNER & SLOANE, 


ORIGINAL @ 


— 


N 70967) 


SUPERIO ddd FD. NIé 


2 SBN 132214) 
: . JAN 28 2012 
4 Jobn A. Clas were suncer/Clerk 
5 SS 
6 
F 
8 |! Attorneys for Defendant JAMES PARNELL SPEARS, 
individually 
9 
10 
1] SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
12 FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES; CENTRAL DISTRICT 
14 | SAM LUTFI, an individual, A ASE NO. Be 406904 
15 Plaintiff, eassig .ed for all urposes to 
oF | al C. Solner, Dept. D-39] 
16 || vs. / 
17 | LYNNE IRENE SPEARS, fan ) Lace OF COURT’S MINUTE 
individual; JAMES PARNEL RDER RE CCP 170.6 
18 || SPEARS, an individual; BRITNEY REASSIGNMENT 
JEAN SPEARS, an individual; and pe ‘ 
19 | DOES 1 through 25, inclusive, ‘ 
©)~ ) DATE ACTION FILED: 2/3/09 
20 Defendants. TRIAL DATE: Vacated 
21 
22 | TO ALL PARTIES AND TO THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 
23 Please take notice of the Court’s Minute Order dated January 24, 2012 in the 
24 | within action, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “1.” The 
25 || Honorable Michael C. Solner, Department 39, has been reassigned to this case for all 
26 | further proceedings. 
27 \/// 
28 Hh /// 
56187 Notice of Reassignment (Hon. Solner).doc ] 


Notice of Court’s Minute Order Re CCP 170. 6 Reassignment 
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DATED: January 25, 2012 


56187 Notice of Reassignment (Hon. Solner).doc 


GLADS Reg MICHEL 
WILRNER(& SLOANE, ALC 


CL 


GARY R. WALLACE 
Attorneys for Defendant James Parnell Spears, 
individually 
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Notice of Court’s Minute Order Re CCP 170.6 Reassignment 


GLADSTONE MICHEL 
WEISBERG WILLNER & SLOANE, 


— 


2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 


AFFIDAVIT AND DECLARATION OF PROOF OF SERVICE 


I am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within action. I am 
employed by Gladstone Michel Weisberg Willner & Sloane, ALC, whose business 
a6 ress is: 4551 Glencoe Avenue, Suite 300, Marina del Rey, California 90292 ("the 

irm"). 


On any 25, 2012, I served the within socument() described as: 
NOTICE OF COURT’S MINUTE ORDER RE CCP 170.6 REASSIGNMENT 
the interested parties in this action: 
by placin a the original Be} irue copy(ies) thereof enclosed in sealed 
elope(s 
Bq wildreceed as follows: ‘a addressed as stated on the attached mailing list. 


Attorneys for Plaintiff Sam Lufti 


Joel E. Boxer A eyS for James P. Spears and 
Bonita D. Moore Andrew Wallet as cO-conservators 


BIRD, MARELLA, BOXER, WOLPERT; of the Estate of Britney Jean Spears, 
NESSIM. DROOKS & LINCENBERG, P. S behalf of Defendant Britney Jean 
pears 


Attorneys for Defendant/Appellant 
‘Lynne Spears 


TR 

13(a)-IMdeposited such envelope(s) for processing in the 
mail room in our offices. I am/“readily familiar” with the firm’s practice of 
collection and processing correspondence for mailing. It is sr pda with the 
U.S. Postal Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Marina 
del Rey, California, in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on motion 
of a party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or ostage 
meter date is more than one day after the date of deposit for mailing in affidavit. 


C3 BY MAIL(C.C.P. {10 
1ce€ 


fi State) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California 
that the foregoing is true and correct: 


Executed on January 2S: 2012, at Marina de} Rey, California. 


56187 Notice of Reassignment (Hen. Solner).doc 
Notice of Court’s Minute Order Re CCP 170.6 Reassignment, 


Ex | 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


. 


DATE: 01/24/12 DEPT. 1 


HONORABLE Carolyn B. Kuhl JUDGE] M. GODDERZ DEPUTY CLERK 


HONORABLE BLECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 


Reporter 


11:45 am|BC406904 Plaintiff NO APPEARANCES 
Counse! 
SAM LUTFI 
Defendant 
vs Counsel 


LYNNE IRENE SPEARS ET AL 


NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 


170.6 CCP RE-ASSIGNMENT \ 
Good cause appearing and on order of the Court, th 
above matter is reassigned from Department 10, "due 
Michael P. Linfield to Department 39, Judge el 
C. Solner for all further proceeding” 

zn 
If any appearing party has not yet exercis x 
a peremptory challenge under 1 retiptory 
challenges by them to the newly fassigned ju@gé must be 
timely filed within tie Pec period pecified in 
Section 170.6 CCP, with ae time pursuant 
to CCP 1013 if service is ‘Hy mail, _Pféviously non- 
appearing parties, if any, heve-a’ 15-day statutory 
period from first appearance to fi lea peremptory 
challenge (68616(1) Govt. Code).‘' ™» 


a ~ 
Counsel for the Moving party to-Give notice. 


CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/ 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 


I, the below named Executive Officer/Clerk of the 
above-entitled court, do hereby certify that I am not 
a party to the cause herein, and that this date I 
served Notice of Entry of the above minute order of 
1-24-2012 upon each party or counsel named below by 
depositing in the United States mail at the courthouse 
in Los Angeles, California, one copy of the 

original entered herein in a separate sealed envelope 


MINUTES ENTERED 
Page 1 of 2 DEPT. 1 01/24/12 


MS tear 


COUNTY CLERK 


; 8 @ 


SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


DATE: 01/24/12 DEPT. 1 


HONORABLE Carolyn B. Kuhl JUDGE|| M. GODDERZ DEPUTY CLERK 


HONORABLE ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 


Reporter 
11:45 am)BC406904 Plaintiff NO APPEARANCES 
Counsel 
SAM LUTFI 
Defendant 
VS Counsel 


LYNNE IRENE SPEARS ET AL 


NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 


for each, addressed as shown below with the postage 
thereon fully prepaid. 


Date: January 24, 2012 oO 
John A. Clarke, Executive as 


o 
: Lan _ 
ce M dd ow 
: erz 7 ~ iJ 
“a 
/ aS | ef 
ij . (4* 
WEISBERG WILLNER & SLOANE 4 


MINUTES ENTERED 
Page 2 of 2 DEPT. 1 01/24/12 


TOES BRE 


COUNTY CLERK 


